aa 
ms 
Te 


- 
ix 


tis aby = 
ee 


a 
23 


A 
7 


Vier” @ 


Bese O0L YEAR... eae 9 


19 8 ee 
1933-0 gee 


JURY OF AWARD 


: afi 4 a great warey si natural scenery. 


‘Som portions are rugged, with views over wide valleys _ 
and over lakes and streams; other portions are more 
level, with natural features smaller in scale; and others 
are kept trimly in order, with some small formal gardens. 


At various points, sites will be chosen for the shelters, 
where advantage may be taken of the surrounding views. 
The shelters will not be alike in design; each one will 
be suited to its particular location. 


RICHARD M. BENNETT 
ETHAN ALLEN DENNISON 
DONALD A, FLETCHER 
ADOLPH MERTIN 


CRITIQUE 


Before the actual work of judging “A Park Shelter” 
commenced, the jury took occasion to make a brief 
survey of all the drawings to familiarize themselves with 
the solutions of this problem. 

Two points were quite evident to everyone. One, the 
high excellence of the drawings submitted both in design 
and rendering; the other a lack of understanding as to 
what a park shelter really is, for although the program 
states since it is to serve as a point of view it should be 
very open in design, it also states that it is to be a 
structure serving as a shelter from sun and rain. On 
closer examination, as the judging progressed, it was 
found that this last important element of the design 
was too often totally forgotten. There were some designs 
that would really come under other headings such as a 
“Temple of Love” or a “Pavilion” on the side of a tennis 
court in a private estate, neither of which would ever be 
used if the weather were bad. One might also note that 
these designs just referred to were rather small in scale, 
again suggesting private ownership instead of giving the 
appearance of being located in a large public park. 


theta oe hehe is pete ine sastrabeune its 
ance should be worthy of a public park. It 
intended that elaborate stairways or decorative fo 


be incorporated in the design of the shelter. If desired, 2 


such features as drinking fountains, benches, necessary 
steps, balustrades, ramps, etc. may be used. The struc- 
ture will not exceed a 35 foot square in plan. . 


EDWARD NECARSULMER 
CHARLES L, NUTT 
RONALD HOYT PEARCE 


C. F. SCHILLINGER, JR. 
THOMAS B. TEMPLE 
LEONARD B, WAMNES 


RONALD HOYT PEARCE 


The wording of the program allowed a wide diversity 
of solutions, and the majority of the students are to be 
commended in taking full advantage of this opportunity 
in determining a section of the ground and surrounding 
scenery they desired, and once having chosen a particu- 
lar site, to design a type of building in conformity either 
to a wild topography of the land or a more or less formal 
landscape. It was interesting to find an almost com- 
plete absence of the so-called modern or es style 
of architecture. 

The jury regretted that some drawings were not fin- 
ished as per “Required for the Rendu”, for it is hardly 
fair to the student who has fulfilled all the requirements 
to give an award to a partially completed rendering, 
even if that part is either good or well presented or both. 

The awards were distributed as follows: 


38 Half Mention 

16 No Award 
3 Hors Concours 
Total Submitted 101 


4 First Mention Placed 
6 First Mention 
34 Mention 


A ROMAN BATH 


ARCHAEOLOGY PROJET I 


The Thermae or great public baths are very character- 
istic of Roman civilization, being probably derived from 
the Greek gymnasia. They supplied the place of modern 
daily papers for the dissemination of news and gossip, 
and also answered in a measure the functions of a modern 
club, as a rendez-vous for social life. In general arrange- 
ment they usually consisted of three main parts: 
(a) A great Central Block, containing— 


JUDGMENT OF NOVEMBER 30, 1937 


A Tepidarium (warm room for resting ) 
A Calidarium (hot room with warm water bath) 
A Sudatorium (hottest room) 
A Frigidarium (cool room containing a cold 
“piscina’’) - 

Secondary apartments provided for undressing, — 
massaging and oiling. 

(b) A large Open Space, surrounding the conte 
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EDWIN H. Pipeey 


ce} “ 2 Mention 
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The awards were distributed as follows: 


L. BANCEL LAFARGE 
GEORGE A. LICHT 


Total Submitted 5 
3 No Award 


AN ELEVATOR CAB 


ie pees cab is to be designed for an apartment hotel 
in a large city. The building is patronized chiefly by peo- 
ple of means who make it their home for several months 
at a time. A good deal of entertaining is done by the ten- 
ants so that the elevator cabs must be designed for the 
satisfaction and comfort of the tenants and their guests. 
The design of the entrance lobby of the apartment hotel 
will be in keeping with the cabs. 

_The door of the cab is 2’ 8” wide and is to be located 
on the right hand side facing the cab on entering. The 


LEWIS G. ADAMS 
JURY OF AWARD 


MRS. ARCHIBALD M. BROWN 


CRITIQUE 


In general, the jury felt that the majority of the prob- 
lems submitted were subject to criticism on one or all of 
the following defects: 


(a) The problem of artificial illumination had not been 
well studied. 


The scale of ornament and interior finish was too 
heavy. Where the surfaces in question could not be 
seen at a greater distance than an arm’s length, the 
design should have been studied accordingly. 


(b) 


(c) A number of the problems attempted by means of 
a cartouche-like decoration on the center of the 
entrance wall to obtain false symmetry between a 
movable door on one side, and a wall, in a different 
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inside of the cab platform is 4’ 2” deep and 6’ 4” wide. 
Two inches is sufficient thickness for the wall construc- 
tion of the cab. The height of the cab from floor to 
ceiling must not exceed 8’ 0”. 

Competitors need not be concerned with the structural 
problems involved, but must design the lighting and 
ventilation and type of door. A push button control will 
be used. The material employed for the inside of the 
cab is left to the competitor’s choice. 


ARCHIBALD M. BROWN 
ROBERT S. HUTCHINS 


WALTER KILHAM, JR. 
L. BANCEL LAFARGE 


ROBERT S. HUTCHINS 


plane, on the other. The jury felt that such solution 
had no special contribution in design. 

The students will do well to examine the illustrations 
of the published work for the points outlined above. The 
fineness in decorative elements in the problems of both 
H. Tolmachoff and A. F. Kleiner is noteworthy. The 
jury liked the treatment of the door, as a separate deco- 
rative motif, in the latter problem. 

A number of problems were extremely careless in 
presentation. 

The awards were distributed as follows: 

1 First Mention 3 Half Mention 
4, Mention 3 No Award 
Total Submitted 13 


THE LOBBY IN AN APARTMENT HOUSE 


_ADVANCED INTERIOR DESIGN I 


; A high class apartment house lobby should have a domes- 
tic rather than hotel atmosphere, but it should also be 
a _ bright and chic, in a restrained manner. Thought should 


be given to the matter of backing i in mud from the street 
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on a wet day. 

For the purpose of this program, the following joey 
is assumed: 

An outer lobby or vestibule—16 feet x 16 feet. 


we LE 


: Fh ae a ee ifyae a RUN 3 eae 
osite the entrance is curved, with a 


LEWIS G. ADAMS 
ARCHIBALD M. BROWN 


CRITIQUE 


A careful reading of the program states the condition 
beyond any doubt and establishes the character. Note 
what it says: “A high class apartment house lobby 
should have a domestic rather than hotel atmosphere, 
but it should also be bright and chic, in a restrained 
manner.” 

The answer to this should not be difficult. There is no 
excuse for projets which run rampant in design or which 
have every available surface decorated to the hilt. A 
restrained manner means just what it says. Some of the 
drawings threw restraint to the winds, and the jury did 
the same thing to the drawings. 

The essence of an interior decorating problem like this 
is unity of design and color. The outer lobby must go 
with, or be complimentary to, the interior lobby. The 
lighting must be soft and well arranged, the furniture 
and floor coverings must harmonize with the architecture 
in design and color. 

Several students attempted to make an unsymmetrical 
design because the main circulation was diagonal. They 
were not successful. The furniture on the other hand 
could well be unsymmetrically arranged. 

The jury considered one drawing of outstanding merit. 
It was submitted by E. Kasztelanic of New York Uni- 
versity and received a Second Medal. The walls of the 
inner lobby were painted an Aubergene color with the 
floor a café-au-lait, whereas the outer lobby had an 
Aubergene floor and café-au-lait walls. Special flower 
stands of interesting design were arranged at each side 
of the bay window and the flowers and plants were 


MRS. ARCHIBALD M. BROWN 
ROBERT S, HUTCHINS 


WALTER KILHAM, JR. 
L. BANCEL LAFARGE 


LEWIS G. ADAMS 


effect was modern, bright and chic, restrained and in 
excellent taste. 

B. J. Eilers of Notre Dame University received a First 
Mention for a very pleasing scheme which consisted of 
white walls in the inner lobby and a cornice with vertical 
gold stripes, and an outer lobby of light colored wood 
veneer. The whole effect was simple and direct and ful- 
filled the conditions of the program and gave the at- 
mosphere desired. 

J. A. Harrold, Carnegie Institute of Technology, also 
received a First Mention for a drawing in which both 
lobbies were treated with a café-au-lait color wood 
veneer. The drawing also showed a door to the garden 
at each end of the bay which seemed like a reasonable 
and desirable variation from the program. The whole 
effect was very simple. 

These three premiated designs were a convincing argu- 
ment for simplicity. The drawings which were “fussed 
up” lost caste alongside of them, and the few drawings 
done in a semi-classical manner did not have the bright 
and chic atmosphere required. 

All students doing a projet should study the program. 
These programs are written with a good deal of care. 
Superfluous words are weeded out leaving to the ones 
which remain the work of conveying the problem. If the 
student does not understand words such as “chic” and 
“restrained” let him use a dictionary. Do not rewrite 
the program to present a solution which appeals to you. 

The awards were distributed as follows: 

1 Second Medal 4 Half Mention 


silhouetted against the wall. The furniture had touches 2 First Mention 7 No Award zi 
of brilliant red. Tubular lighting was well placed, in 1 Mention i 
several instances, along side small mirrors. The whole Total Submitted 15 — 

A MONUMENT TO THOMAS JEFFERSON ge ; a 


CLASS A PROJET II—ROBERT PERRY RODGERS PRIZE JUDGMENT OF DECEMBER 14, 1937 


A prize founded in memory of Robert Perry Rodgers by 
his friends. The prize money of $100 will be subdivided 
at the discretion of the Jury. This prize will be awarded 
annually to and including the school year 1938-1939. 


As an inspiration to future generations, it is proposed fe 
to erect a permanent memorial to Thomas Jefferson — 
which shall reflect the character of his influence on the 
development of our country. The scope of this man’s 


JURY OF AWARD 


he utmost freedom ha given to the de- 
ne own peasseaere> of a ares scheme. 


MAX ABRAMOVITZ 
JAMES B. BELL 
GEORGE FREI 
ALFRED GEIFFERT 
LEON N. GILLETTE 
PHILIP L, GOODWIN 


School Representative: 


pence? Seeded | it ie a teres c 


dignity and beauty to the group of building 
vicinity. 

The program is intentionally left open so that ie ut. r 
most latitude may be given to interesting ideas. The only — 
restrictions are that the maximum height of building or 
monument shall be limited to 60 feet and that the 
materials harmonize with the surroundings. 


HENRY H. SAYLOR 
EDWARD STONE 

OTTO TEEGEN 
LEONARD B. WAMNES 
Cc. C. ZANTZINGER, JR. 


ROBERT S. HUTCHINS 
ELY JACQUES KAHN 
L. BANCEL LAFARGE 
THEODORE R. NELSON 
CHARLES L. NUTT 

T. MERRILL PRENTICE 


G. H. BICKLEY, University of Pennsylvania 


CRITIQUE 


If the students could have eavesdropped at the dinner 
held during the conduct of the judgment on the Jefferson 
Memorial problem and later listened to the jury’s de- 
liberations, they would have had an interesting cross 
section of opinion wherein they themselves were under 
discussion. 

This problem, frankly, was presented so as to draw 
from the student body some reaction to the much dis- 
cussed memorial in Washington. It is so simple to quar- 
rel with traditional form on the theory that we have 
outgrown the classics. It is more of a problem when we 
are asked to present alternatives that would be worthy 
of execution in enduring material. To be fair to all of 
the factors involved, one recognizes that: although the 
program title was announced in advance and the students 
had an opportunity to study Jefferson’s accomplishments, 
they still were bound by an exquisse that had to be pro- 
duced in a few hours. This was emphasized by one of 


_the speakers at the dinner table. 
The spirit of the solution, the conception actually of a 
_ worthy monument was as important as the design itself. 
Perhaps the students were puzzled by the responsibility 

_ thrown on them. They must recognize that the architect 


continually demands the right to express his own con- 
ception and when full freedom is given him he should 


ibe capable of a solution that is not dictated to him. 


Actually, the results of this competition were dis- 


ELY JACQUES KAHN 


couraging. Out of 121 drawings submitted, 61 were 
marked X and even this number would have been larger 
had it not been for the earnest request of the leader of 
the whole jury who protested at the rather sweeping 
judgment of the preliminary jury. The students are 
aware, of course, that their drawings are reviewed care- 
fully by at least two separate groups. 

Basically, the problem presented a property, framed 
by broad, tree-lined avenues symmetrically disposed, as 
would happen in the national capital, flanked at the base 
by another broad street. The vista led to other buildings 
of importance. The realization that building and land 
(which means planting, approaches and the beauty of 
setting) must be considered as a unit, failed to impress 
many contestants. This was noted, particularly, by one 
of the jurors, a distinguished landscape architect who 
indicated that a structure or a monument, badly set, 
could neither be appreciated nor as a matter of fact seen, 
if the designer ignored site conditions. 

The question will be asked by students as to whether 
a modern design or an academic one was preferable. The 
answer is simply that an interesting, a beautiful design 
was requested. Those studies that indicated classical in- 
spiration were not of sufficient merit to warrant high 
awards and that is why they do not appear among those 
premiated. Many competitors took the premise that a 
symmetrical scheme was not to their liking. The projet 


ai 


sfiteein did not appear to vey convincing. 

discussion among the jurors emphasized the 
thought that admitting a sincere desire on the part of 
‘many students to design in the modern spirit, they must 
appreciate the fact that there can be no academic re- 
strictions of a new variety to which they are bound. Flat 
concrete surfaces, fluted walls and glass are superb when 
used in their proper places but there are occasions where 
stone and marble are desirable, where simple masses of 
symmetrical shape are reasonable. 

Perhaps the projet was too difficult in that it required 
the student to compose his own program. Some of the 


yous: ’ 
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and hand to the creation of beauty, will go forth to prac- 
tice well armed. 
The awards were distributed as follows: 


2 Prizes each $50.00 
2 Second Medal 50 Half Mention 
8 Mention 61 No Award 
Total Submitted 121 | 


A FLOWER SHOP FRONT 


CLASS B ESQUISSE—ESQUISSE II 


A smart retail florist’s shop is to be built on an interior 
city lot 25 feet wide on a broad important shopping 
street. 

The shop front forms the subject of this program. No 
access to the shop is required other than the entrance 
door. The shop is to be one story only and the height 
is not limited. 


LEON N. GILLETTE 


JURY OF AWARD CHARLES L, NUTT 


CRITIQUE 


The jury felt that the Class B Esquisse—Esquisse “A 
Flower Shop Front” was very successfully handled by 
the students as indicated by the large number of awards. 
The program was extremely simple, the purpose being 
to eliminate all difficulties in plan and to give an oppor- 
tunity for the study of character alone. The character 
sought should be determined by two factors, the desire 
of the shop owner for a front that will advertise his 
business, and the necessity of displaying to advantage a 
particular kind of merchandise. The first factor was 
implied in the program and the second clearly stated. 
The advertising value of a shop front may depend 
upon the character of the street where it is located and 
the type of customer expected and hence permits of a 
wide variation. An exclusive and expensive shopping 
street may be assumed where the appeal is made to quiet 
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The florist desires a shop front which will provide for 
the display of flowers to the greatest possible advantage 
by night as well as by day. Seeds and garden imple- 
ments are not carried in this shop and although orders 
are taken for potted plants and nursery stock the in- 
tention is to display principally cut flowers. 


T. MERRILL PRENTICE Cc. C. ZANTZINGER, JR. 


T. MERRILL PRENTICE 


good taste or smart sophistication; or a busy, bustling 
thoroughfare, where the appeal must be bold, striking 
even blatant to compete with other equally arresting 
shops. These possible extremes of character were recog- 
nized by the jury and among the Mentions will be found 
both types. 

The character which derives from the merchandise 
displayed is more difficult to achieve. A setting which is 
suitable for the display of shoes, clothing or hardware 
would not do at all for flowers. Flowers are fragile, 
perishable, colorful. The jury found that many sketches 
of good shops were nevertheless not good flower shops. 
Color was frequently a stumbling block, color being one 
of the most characteristic qualities of flowers which 
should be emphasized rather in the display than in the 
surrounding architecture. 


prefer more factual problems. There is no answer to this — 
of course. The student who learns to solve problems, 
thinking in terms of actual building and trains his eye 


ee 


ag full advantage of the unlimited height. 
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The awards were distributed as follows: — ‘user 
5 Mention 23 Half Mention 117 No. 
Total Submitted 145 


REPORTS OF JUDGMENTS 
DEPARTMENT OF ARCHITECTURE 


ps CHICAGO TECHNICAL COLLEGE: 


_ ATELIER DENVER: . . 
; Half Mention: C. J. Betts, E. E. Tinkham, R. M. Wright 
No Award: 1 
ATELIER ESCHWEILER-MILWAUKEE: 
Mention: G. Paulsen 
_ATELIER GNERRE, NEW YORK CITY: 


No Award: 1 

er JOHN HUNTINGTON POLYTECHNIC INSTITUTE: 
+ a ‘First Mention: R. E. Cox 

Mention: J. A. Charlillo, R. F. Gusso, C. Merrick, P. H. Owen, 
a ‘Jr, E. J. Szabo, E. S. Szmuc 
7" aa Half Mention: M. W. Croninger, M. J. Lengel 
M a a No Award: 1 

oe: - OKLAHOMA AGRICULTURAL & MECHANICAL COLLEGE: 
eae arty 3° First Mention Placed: R. L. Brown, H. W. Long, D. Mc- 
ae Pheeters, J. G. Williams 

a First Mention: C. Stanfield, R. W. Walker 

Oa Mention: C. G. Andrews, S. Wheeler 

ee, Half Mention: J. B. Green 

So 

i es 

a. ARCHAEOLOGY PROJET I 

ie. ) AWARDS . 

i ‘NEW YORK UNIVERSITY: : 

ea Mention: H. P. Clarkson, L. R. Moon 
a PRINCETON UNIVERSITY: — 

re) _ No Award: 1 


«ELEMENTARY INTERIOR DESIGN I 
AWARDS 


ATELIER NELSON. CHICAGO: 
_-——-* Half Mention: E. Young 
No Award: 1 


A PARK SHELTER 
101 DRAWINGS SUBMITTED 


STANFORD UNIVERSITY: 
Half Mention: R. M. Gillespie 
No Award: 1 
UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS: 
First Mention: R. A. Binfield, R. C. Taylor 
Mention: D. E. Anderson, A. J. Anson, R. M. Amdal, D. M. 
Checkley, J. R. Davidson, S. C. Fuller, D. I. Grieb, G. Graves, 
Jr., B. L. Hill, J. Hollabaugh, R. W. Hendricksen, W. C. Hart, 
R. A. Jorgensen, K. I. Knudson, M. Koski, R. H. Lesser, 
R. Myers, F. D. Miles, O. Mendez, W. Shick, R. M. Sutherlin, 
C. W. Sanders, E. R. Smeallie 
Half Mention: W. Awsumb, W. D. Allen, B. Adams, W. R. 
Buckley, L. C. Bernard, D. R. Brown, D Dick, G. G. 
DeLaRonde, P. G. Eckert, J. G. Fogarty, A. N. Fairbank, 
D. Honn, A. Hendler, R. E. McMullin, C. W. Mitchell. L. E. 
Olsen, R. Read, M. A. Sornik, F. G. Stickel, C. Stewart, 
L. W. Schwall, A. A. Smith, J. S. Trimble, W. C. Wright 
No Award: 2 
Hors Concours: T. Letsche 
UNIVERSITY OF NOTRE DAME: 
Half Mention: M. Gruenenfelder 
No Award: 4 
Hors Concours: T. H. Flad 
ATELIER WINSLOW, LOS ANGELES: 
No Award: 1 


UNAFFILIATED: 


PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA: 
First Mention: W. J. Sclight 


A ROMAN BATH 


5 DRAWINGS SUBMITTED 


UNIVERSITY OF NOTRE DAME: 
No Award: 2 


AN ELEVATOR CAB 


13 DRAWINGS SUBMITTED 


NEW YORK UNIVERSITY: 
First Mention: H. Tolmachoff 


OKLAHOMA AGRICULTURAL & MECHANICAL COLLEGE: 
Half Mention: G. W. Edwards 
No Award: 1 

UNIVERSITY OF NOTRE DAME: 


Mention: J. W. McHugh, R. A. Nolan, R. J. O’Brien 
No Award: 2 


Hasty UNIVERSITY: 


| Second Medal: E. Kasztelanic 
; 


7 ‘Half Mention: T. B. Benedict, F. P. Reeve 
OKLAHOMA AGRICULTURAL & MECHANICAL COLLEGE: 
No Award: 1 


CLASS B ESQUISSE—ESQUISSE II 


AWARDS 


CARNEGIE INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY: 
Half Mention: R. J. Russell 
CATHOLIC dc paaees OF AMERICA: 
Mention: E. C. Beery, Jr., E. G. Fellinger, A. H. Snipes 
Half Mention: D. Bernstein, J. S. Furr, R. E. Higdon 
GEORGIA SCHOOL OF TECHNOLOGY: 
Half Mention: A. C. Hud 


udson 

ATELIER NELSON, CHICAGO: 

Mention: H. Kussa 
NEW YORK UNIVERSITY: 

Mention: E. Kasztelanic 
OKLAHOMA AGRICULTURAL & MECHANICAL COLLEGE: 

Half Mention: J. M. Hendrickson, H. Horton, T. B. Maule, 

E. R. Strickland, G. vonFrellick 


CLASS A PROJET II—THE ROBERT PERRY RODGERS PRIZE 


AWARDS 


ARMOUR INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY: 
Half Mention: F. E. Davidson, Jr., W. J. V. Litwin, B. J. 
Parks 
No Award: 10 


CARNEGIE INSTITUTE OF eLcRi access 
Half Mention: K. D. Brown, D. R. Courtney, E. J. Gerard, 
R. J. Harrington, H. W. Johe, W. C. Livingston, J. A. Schei- 
bel, J. K. Shear, J. Sill 
No Award: 5 


CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY OF AMERICA: 
Mention: W. O’Neil 
Half Mention: R. T. Daniel, J. E. Dundin 


CLEVELAND SCHOOL OF ARCHITECTURE, W.R.U.: 


Half Mention: N. J. Gray 
No Award: 1 


ATELIER GNERRE, NEW YORK CITY: 
No Award: 3 


JOHN HUNTINGTON POLYTECHNIC INSTITUTE: 
Mention: J. T. Guy 


NEW YORK UNIVERSITY: 
Second Medal and Prize: H. P. Clarkson 
Half Mention: A. A. Arbeit, J. A. Borreca, P. E. Falkenstein, 
K. J. Higgins, F. E. Johnson, W, H. Marshall, F. P. Reeve, 
J. von der Lancken 
No Award: 7 


OKLAHOMA AGRICULTURAL & MECHANICAL COLLEGE: 
Half Mention: G. W. Edwards, D. K. White 


PENNSYLVANIA STATE COLLEGE: 
Half Mention: M. R. Giffen, P. V. Long, M. G. Pease 
No Award: 6 


Fie nena B. ie ie Peet 
No Award: 2 Lo The Cee 


UNIVERSITY OF PENN SYLVANIA: 


Half aeeteR: RG A. Herman — 
No Award: 


UNAFFILIATED: 
MOBILE, ALABAMA: 
No Award: 1 


A FLOWER SHOP FRONT 
145 DRAWINGS SUBMITTED | 
PENNSYLVANIA STATE COLLEGE: . 
Half Mention: C. D. Kremer, O. L. Smith, E. H. Strunk, J. L. 
Thorne 


PRINCETON UNIVERSITY: 
Half Mention: W. D. Vanderpool 


UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS: 


_ Half Mention: C. R. Blum, H. R. Fisher, G. A. Galaway, H. 
J. Harders, G. F. Schreiber, L. J. Soucek 


UNIVERSITY OF NOTRE DAME: 
Half Mention: R. J. Schultz 


YALE UNIVERSITY: 
Half Mention: R. E. Anderson 


A MEMORIAL TO THOMAS JEFFERSON 
121 DRAWINGS SUBMITTED 


PRINCETON UNIVERSITY: 
Mention: A. B. Jacobs, E. F. Iversen, W. H. Walker, II 
Half Mention: J. H. Finch, R. B. Romberger, C. C. Taylor 
No Award: 3 

RICE INSTITUTE: 

Half Mention: M. Tungate, Jr. 
UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS: 
Second Medal and Prize: H. W. Frank 
Mention: C. B. Cole, D. P. Stevens, P. Trutter 
Half Mention: J. F. Bartels, G. W. Gray, M. C. Hettrick, W. 
L. Horstman, H. S. Pawlan, S. E. Sanner, T. S. Twerdahl, 
C. H. Warriner 
No Award: 9 
UNIVERSITY OF OKLAHOMA: 
Half Mention: E. F. Jones, C. M. Stephens, L. W. ay 
No Award: 1 

UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA: 

Half Mention: N. H. Abrams, N. T. Barnes, E. L. Kennedy, 
R. C. Koelle, D. C. Tatman 
No Award: 7 

YALE pinata h 
No Award: 2 

UN AFFILIATED : 

arenes tee PENNSYLVANIA: 

No Award 
MOBILE, ALABAMA: 
No Award: 1 

NEW YORK CITY AND VICINITY: 

Half Mention: V. A. Girone, F. Wehrle 
No Award: 4 

SHEBOYGAN, WISCONSIN: : 

No Award: 1 
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